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REMARKS 

Applicants acknowledge election of species 1 (Figs. 1-15), which election has been 
made without traverse. 

A substitute specification has been required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.52(a) and 
(b). The substitute specification is provided in a marked-up copy showing the matter being 
added and the matter being deleted and in a clean form without markings as to amended 
material. The substitute specification includes no new matter. 

Claims 1, 2 and 4 stand objected to for a number of informalities specifically 
identified by the Examiner. Appropriate correction has been required. 

The amendments to claims 1 and 4 include a correction of all of the informalities. 

Claims 2 and 3 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1-4 have been separately rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by any one of McNaughton et al (U.S. 5,303,963), Bucher et al (U.S. 
6,343,814), or Denanny (EP 0 484 690 A2). The Examiner has provided a detailed analysis 
and reading of the subject matter of each of the above three references on the elements of 
claims 1-4. 

Each of the foregoing rejections is respectfully traversed in view of the amendments 
to the claims and the comments which follow. 

Independent claims 1 and 4 have each been extensively amended to address the 
claim objections and to otherwise add clarifying language. In addition, each of these claims 
now recites (in a newly added final paragraph), an important and distinguishing feature that 
is not shown or taught in any of the cited prior art. Specifically, the engagement windows 
49 in the retainer holding portion 25 of the connector housing 3 are engaged by the 
engagement tabs 61 of the retainer 5 to prevent the retainer from being dislodged from the 
connector. The same engagement windows 49 also provide the "stop portion" that is 
engaged by the engaging portion 1 17 of the verifying device 99. In this manner, the same 
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engagement window 49 provides the dual function of securing the retainer in place and 
providing a verifying stop for the verification device 91. 

Claims 1 and 4, as amended above to include the dual function of the engagement 
window 49, are now believed to be allowable over the cited prior art. 

New dependent claim 7 adds to amended claim 1 the feature of a guide plate 101 
formed on the body portion 93 of the verifying device 9 1 to seat in a recessed engagement 
guide 55 formed in an inner peripheral surface of the connector. This permits the verifying 
device to be position circumferentially with respect to the connector so that an abutment 
finger 103 can be accurately positioned in a non-engageable portion of the retainer 5. 
Claim 8 depends from claim 7 and recites a pair of guide plates 101 to provide more stable 
positioning. 

New independent claim 9 is based on pending claim 1, but adds the feature of the 
stop and verification arm 141 that extends from the body portion 93 of the verifying device 
beyond the stop portion 143 as shown in Figs. 13 and 14. The extended arm 141 permits 
easy release of engaging portion 143 from the stop portion 129 of the connector body. 

New dependent claims 10 and 1 1 depend from new claim 9 and add specific details 
of the stop and verification arm 141 . 

New independent claim 12 is based on pending claim 4 and includes the same new 
subject matter incorporated in new claim 9. Dependent claims 13 and 14 are similar in 
scope to new dependent claims 7 and 8, discussed above. 

Applicants have attempted to make all necessary clarifying amendments to the 
specification and to the claims in order to comply with the requirements of the present 
Office Action. However, if any additional deficiencies are noted, applicants would be 
pleased provide further amendments. 
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Claims 1 and 4-14 are now believed to be in condition for allowance and further 
favorable action is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL, LLP 
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